A corrigendum on

Assessment of Sensory Processing Characteristics in Children between 3 and 11 Years Old:
A Systematic Review by Jorquera-Cabrera S, Romero-Ayuso D, Rodriguez-Gil G, Triviño-Juárez J-M. Front Pediatr (2017 ) 5:57. doi: 10.3389/fped.2017 
Error in Figure/Table
In the original article, there was a mistake in Table 2 "Tools selected for the assessment of sensory processing in children aged 3 to 11 years". We want to clarify that the errors we have corrected in this document occurred when transcribing the data. We want to clarify that these errors have not been intentioned The corrected Table 2 appears below. The authors apologize for this error and state that this does not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way.
The original article has been updated.
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December 2017 | Volume 5 | Article 266 (1) during the activity, (2) after the activity (<15 s), and (3) during the transition to the next activity Standarized sample of 128 participants. Internal consistency is moderate to high, interrater reliability is moderate, and internal validity is statistically significant. Overall internal consistency yielded a 0.94, and domain reliabilities ranged from 0.79 to 0.93 (internal reliability >0.4) and discriminant validity (p < 0.01). The SPS Assessment appears to be a reliable and valid measure of sensory modulation (scale reliability >0.90; discrimination between group effect sizes >1.00). This scale has the potential to aid in differential diagnosis of sensory modulation issues
English
Test of Ideational Praxis (TIP) (73)
To examine a child's ability to recognize and to interact with an and to evaluate ideation as a component of praxis From 5 to 8 years.
There is also a version for preschoolers, elaborated in 2014
A child is given a 24-inch long shoelace and is given the instruction, "Show me everything you can do with this string" and is then given 5 min to demonstrate the actions. A point is given for each action but the action must be demonstrated; description alone is not enough The purpose of the Preschool Imitation and Praxis Scale (PIPS) is designated to be a reliable and valid multidimensional instrument to measure the accuracy of imitation performance of preschool children 1.5-4.9 years 40 PIPS items and 10 task categories of the PIPS: six gestural, three procedural and one facial. The positive and strong associations between the PIPS scale score and scores on mental, language and motor measures in children with autism spectrum disorders supported criterion-related validity Psychometric study was conducted with 119 typically developing children. They demonstrated acceptable intra-and interrater reliability at the item level (0.45-1.00) and scale level. Exploratory factor analysis disclosed four dimensions on the scale: goal directed versus non-goal directed, procedural imitation, and single versus sequential bodily imitation. Internal consistency for the PIPS scale (a = 0.97) and subscales was high (a ranged from 0.79 to 0.96). In both samples, the PIPS scale score was strongly related to age (r = 0.78, respectively, r = 0.56). Significant relationships between the PIPS score and mental, language, motor ages in the ASD sample supported criterion-related validity (r ranged from 0.59 to 0.74) English 
